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Claims 21-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 21, it is not clear how the "thin substrate" and the "tapering portion" 
interrelate, as both appear to include a plurality of projections of progressively 
increasing height, and from claims 17 and 21, appear to be distinct and separate 
elements. Clarification is required. 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 

that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed pubhcation in this or a foreign country or in 
pubhc use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in 
the United States. 

Claims 15,20 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 

by Li. 

Figures 1-5 show structure as claimed, including a shoulder pad for a seat 
belt, wherein the pad includes a second zone of a thicker dimension than a first 
zone. Figure 4 shows the thicker second zone being located further down a user's 
torso than the first zone. 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as 
set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be 
patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject 
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matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was 
made. 

Claims 15-17,20-23 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over D'Addario et al in view of Pritchard et al. 

D'Addario (fig. 8) teaches the use of a shoulder pad that utilizes a series of 
projections on a thin substrate, wherein the projections progressively increase in 
height from one end of the pad to the other, in order to maximize comfort for the 
user. While the pad is disclosed as being utilized for carrying straps for various 
items, including golf bags, the patent to Pritchard et al (figs. 1,10) teaches the 
conventionality of utilizing a pad for both a carrying strap and for a seat belt, 
wherein in both cases, the comfort of the user is increased. In view of this 
suggestion, it would have been an obvious use of the invention to have applied the 
pad of D'Addario et al to a seat belt in a vehicle. 

The specific material and dimensions utilized in the projections and substrate 
is considered a matter of design choice, and not a patentable distinction. 

Claims 18,19,24 and 26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over D'Addario et al and Pritchard et al as applied to the claims 
above, and further in view of either Wetter et al or Carine et al. 

To have provided the shoulder pad with a tether secured to the seat, for 
retention purposes, would have been well within the level of skill in the art, as such 
is shown to be conventional by both Wetter et al (figs. 1-6) and Carine et al (figs. 5- 
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11). Note also the disclosure of the pad usable on a child safety seat, which would 
be an obvious use of the D'Addario et al pad. 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Krebs et al, Wienreb, Chu, Hingle, and Pennock show various features of the 
invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 

the examiner should be directed to Peter R. Brown whose telephone number is 571- 

272-6853. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 

proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR 
only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. 
Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the 
Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like 
assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the 
automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571- 
272-1000. 

/Peter R. Brown/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 

3636 
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